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FD173–1 MOX Approach

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the commercial use of
weapons-usable plutonium.  The proposed use of MOX fuel is consistent
with the nonproliferation policy and would ensure that plutonium which was
produced for nuclear weapons and subsequently declared excess to national
security needs is never again used for nuclear weapons.  Consistent with the
U.S. policy of discouraging the civilian use of plutonium, a MOX facility
would be built and operated subject to the following strict conditions:
construction would take place at a secure DOE site, it would be owned by the
U.S. Government, operations would be limited exclusively to the disposition
of surplus plutonium, and the MOX facility would be shut down at the
completion of the surplus plutonium disposition program.  For reactor
irradiation, the NRC license would authorize only the participating reactors
to use MOX fuel fabricated from surplus plutonium, and the irradiation would
be a once-through cycle with no reprocessing.
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MD115–1 Alternatives

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s conclusions that the surplus plutonium
disposition program would not impact the State of New Jersey.

MD115–2 MOX Approach

Section 4.28 was revised to discuss the potential environmental impacts of
using MOX fuel in the six reactors proposed for the MOX approach.  None of
the proposed reactors are in New Jersey, they are: Catawba Nuclear Station
Units 1 and 2 in South Carolina, McGuire Nuclear Station Units 1 and 2 in
North Carolina, and North Anna Power Station Units 1 and 2 in Virginia.


